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~

I have been Qﬂf’d to ta]k th1s evening about current trends in h1gher »
educat1on--spec1f1ca11y those related to the chang1ng character1st1cs of
students and the impact of those changes on co11eges and un1vers1t1es

Some educators are Took1ng at the predicted. changes, esoec1a]1y at
demograph1c proJect1ons, and see1ng most]y threat in the years ahead.

F_Others_are 1ook1ng toward new markets and'new needs and seeinofmost]y \,

’opportunity "By and large, +the pess1m1sts are. 1n\tn§d1t10na1 c011eqes

NE .

gealed to serv1ng a se1ected, res1dent1a1 fu11 t1me student body of 18 to 21
year o]ds As educat1ona] p1anners and budget off1cers know on1y too/re]]
the number of 18 to 21 year o1ds in the Un1ted States popu1at1on will peak ;‘;

next ‘year and then drop unt1] 1995,when 1t w111 beg]n to r1se again.

»

c e .Today S° opt1m1sts regard1ng the future of h1gher educat1on tend to come_

. fromvopen adm1ss1ons,_non-res1dent1a] co]1eges serv1ng part~t1me and fu]]- .

~
K

tfme students across’the full spectrum of age and.abi1ity Theoretica]]y, ' J

open door commuter co]]eges are nowhere near the1r.g;/wth ce111ng, and they

N

N a appear to be in a strong pos1t1on to tap 1nto«two groups of Poiint1a] co]]ege
. : S . '

N

.
A

‘. Prepared for the\Educat1ona1 Staff Sem1nar Wash1ngton, D.C. -
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N

{
students who are underrepresented in the co]]ege go1ng popa]at1on today " The

*wjor1ty of work1ng aduits are not now tak1ng co]1ege c]asses, and neither are

théjmagoraty of 18 year_olds from the 1ower socioeconomic half of: the popu1a--

1]

tions
There is a lot of talk the=e days about "a new student c11ente1e, commonly

'referred to as "new" and ' nontrad1t1ona1“ students. wh11e these terms are

-~
AN

band1ed about w1thout much prec1s1on there does seem to be a genera] under—

stand1ng that new. and nontrad1t1ona| students are.all those who were under--

represented in co1|ege student bod1es around the year 1950. They cons1st of

r1s1ng proport1ons of ethnic m1n0r1t1es, Tow 1dcbme students women, low °

academ1c ach1evers, adu]t part t1me students, and the hand1capped E .
-In the 1nterest oF c]ar1ty 1 separate the new student c11ente1e 1nto

two maJor groups, defining them not by Census Bureau descr1ptors such |

" as age, sex, and race, 'but 1n terms of educat1ona1 needs. In my-own research.‘

‘I have used ‘the term "New Students“ to descr1be those who are educatdona11y

-t

- d1sadvantaged, in the sense that they need ne]p with bas1c skills, mot1vat1on

and gu1dance on h@m to ‘makKe it in the educational system (Cross, 1971) -~ New

L%

Students may - be wh1te or b]ack, r1ch or’ poor, but they shane the common

-

experience of poor past performance in schoo]. w1thout “open adm1ss1ons and
;1”speciaf"-adm$ssions, they‘wou1d-not'be considered ' co]]ege materma]“.
The term “nontraditional students" is-genera11y'used to descr?be adult

*part-time~1earners for whom educa$1on is a Secondary rather than pr1mary

o [

activity. H1gher educat1on needs to respond qu1te d1fferent1y to these two

groups. By and large ‘New Students ‘havé basic sk1115.def1c1enc1es, are '»‘* '

I L]

academtca11y'dependent,'and need .considerable help, attention, and supervision.
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Today's aduTt Téarners, in contrast ‘consist TargeTy of those whno have - been

: successfuT in schooT ¥n the past They. tend to be achievement or1ented rather .

>

1ndependent and the1r pr1mary educat1ona1 needs are for schedu]es, rurr1cu1a, '

3
Thus there are three d1st1nct trends contr1but1ng to the chang1ng

~and 1nstruct1on appropr1ate to the1r matur1ty qu aduTt respons1b111t1es

character1st1cs of coTTege students J/One is the dec11ne of}18 year ons in

o the popuTat1on, the result of the Tow b1rthrate foTTow1ng the baby boom of the
o I
; postwar years The second 1s the rising proport1on of New Students 1n the

ﬂ coTTege popuTat1on which is the ‘combined result of the press for equaT .

¥

~ educational oppor;un1ty and the rap1d expans1on of open adm1ss1ons commun1ty ~

coTTeges- The th1rd is the 1ncrease 1n adult part -time Tearners, a woer— .
w1de phenomenon known as 11feTong Tearnqng 1n the Un1ted States and recurrent
educat1on abroad : These three trends w1f1 affect coTTeges d1fferent1a11y,;_

\
"depend1ng on whether they serve nat1onaT or 10ca1 c11ente1e, whether they are

Tocated in areas of dec11n1ng or, drow1ng popuTat1on, and what k1nds of students ‘

they attract or'are prepared to attract - <
A great deaT of study and attent1on has been g1ven to ‘the probabTe 1mpact
" of demograph1cs on coTTege enroTTments By 1985 the number of 18 year ons '

n: the popuTat1on w111 shr1nk by 15 percent by 1992 there w111 be-25 percent

Sy

‘fewer 18 year ons in the Un1ted States than there were fin- 1975 ' That does not-

. N: . .
mean, of course that every coTTege -should pTan for reduced enro]]ments Some

shoqu probabTy pTan for a modest increase in enter1ng freshmen by 1985 - Let

me try to make the p1cture concrete by wa1k1ng through the f1gures for the
J

-D1str1ct of . CoTumb1a as they are progected by the Amer1can Counc1P on Educat1on-

(Henderson,,1977).' The number of 18 year ons in the District is expected to
) ) v \ 4

H
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A

E droo an astound1ng 44 percent by 1985 but h1stor1ca]1y, the D1str1ct has ‘

done a boom1ng bus1ness of 1mport1ng undercraduates from other states. .Lf—
- §. - .

that cont1nues and if rough]y one- th1rd of the D1str1ct S 18 year olds

-continue to enro11 as co]]ege freshmen, there shouid be an 8 percent,1ncrease

~-in the number’of freshmen enro]]ed in D1str1ct co]]eges in 1985 New Jersey,

| on the other hand, can expect a 43 percent drop in co]]ege enro]]ments by

1985 becauseamore peop]e,are mOV1ng out of New Jersey than 1nto it, and

-~

:because h1stor1ca11y large numbers of New Jersey 18 year o1ds enter out- of—

: state co]]eges, while few outs1ders come 1nto the state for college. Thus
the demograpny of the birth st tistics will have d.amat.c“.]J different

: effects on colleges depend1ng, in p%.t on 1ocat1on

<

Another factor to be cons1dered in prOJect1ng enro]lments 1s the type

i-

" of co]]ege Pub11c commun1ty co]]eges seem,to/be on the cutt1ng edge oiQ:he-

‘ changes that are occur1ng now. They are genera11y in a good p0s1t1on w1t

-

'respect to botﬁ 1ocat1on and faculty att1tudes to serve h1gher educat1on S non--
trad1t1ona1 and New Students While some w11] face significant loss of 18

2 year o]ds, the1r ro]e in the 1980s w111 genera11y be . cons1stent w1th the1r .

- - o . . . X . ¥ .,*;;,;k

_ found1ng m1ss1on ] s S co A

E H1gh1y se1ect1ve co]]eges and un1vers1t1es w111 probab]y not be greatly.
:‘affected by the ‘dirth-of 18 year o]ds e1ther They will cont1nue to compete

quite successfully for students, tak1ng the better students from Tess' P ‘!}
selective institutions if they_must in order to ma1nta1n the1r_enro]1ments.‘ -

(

Tﬁﬂthough most commun1ty co11eges have a 1ot of work to do to fu]]y .

';f"accommodate adult Tearner§, the Jeadership appears to .be making-a prom1s1ng

V,J start on the task. See for example,-the AACJC 1979 Assembly Papers.,
' espec1a11y “Restructur1ng Commun1ty Coﬂ]eges for L1fe1ong Educat1on" by '
Robert McCabe . . ,

i
J
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That means; however, that many'mogerate1y se]ective‘four-year.co11eges;

“squeezed in the competition between the attractiveness of prestige-institutions

,and the convenience and Tow cost of community co11eges;;are~going-to be-in

ser.ouc dvff1cu1ty by 1985 and- probably fighting for surv1va] by 1990. How

-"many will be ab1e to hang on unt11 the late. T990s when the poo1 of co11ege—

age yout__skarts to 1ncrease aga1n 1s a quest1on of cons1derab1e nat1ona1
1mportance _(" R |
I will return . to the p11ght ot the moderate]y se1ect1ve four year co11ege

-4

1n a m1nute, but s1nce it” should be v1ewed in the context of some other

. changes, let us take a 1ook at the potent1a} of adu?t 1earners for tak1ng up

'some of the slack of the dec11ne 1n_the younger age groups.

Nontraditionai'Students' |

The demograph1cs beh1nd the adu1t educat10n moVement are rea11y very

fortu1tous for co]]eges Chart 1 shows c1°ar1y how the baby boom qenerat1on

"compensates for the baby bust generat1on The number of 25 to 34 year olds
- in the popu]at1on ‘peaks in 1990 JUSt as the 18 to ?4 year o1d popu]atuon

_ approaches 1ts nad}r Then as the 25 t05§4 year olds begAﬂ to decﬂ1ne in the

]9905, the grandch11dren of the baby b00m generat1on beg]n to

'reach co]]ege age, caus1ng the upsw1ng ain the curve for 18 to 24 year olds.
Thus 1f co]]eges cou1d f111 the seats of trad1t1ona11y aged Students w1th

~ 01der students for-the next coup]e of decades, it wou]d appear to be a nice

-~

'-_so1ut1on for coL]eges as we]] as for soc1ety. There,arersevera1 probIems;,'

A

fof course »®to any such neat so1ut1on Lo , ;Z'; .
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One. is that it takes four or five adult learners to make ane full-time

equiva]ent (FTE)‘ Another is that there is a great deal of compet1t1on Fror
-

other agenc1es in the society for aduTt 1earners, and it is by no means c1ear

that co]]eges can gain or should have any inside track to the adult 1earn1ng

market A th1rd prob]em that worr1es federa1 and state budget off1cers 1sf

L
“that 1f the adu]t 1earn1ng movement ga1ns momentum during the 19805, is.

~

. there any’ way of\dampen1ng 1t down~1n the 19905_when the 18 year old popula-
tion regains its numerical strength? Or wit] the turm of the ~century herald .

- the emergence of the 1earn1ng soc1ety in which a maJor1ty of the Amer1can
el - .
pub11c are d1rect1y engaged in teach1ng or learning or both7

- .: Persona]]y I think that 1t is h1gh1/ probab]e that the year 2000 w111
'. ~1n1t1ate an enormous resurgence 1n h4gher educat1on ‘At that t1me fuli-

t1me enro11ments are. expected to go up substant1a11y, and no doubt- parz- t1me

e
._] .
co]]ege facu]ty, mos t of whom “were h1red dur1ng the boom per1od of the 19605, W111

enro]]ments w111 cont1nue to 1ncrease as ‘e11 Furthermore ha1f of a11
be ret1r1ng and will be rep1aced and supp1emented oy new b]ood | Bu11d1nqs bu11t 1n
the 19505 and 19605 w111 be wear1ng out to be rep1aced or remode]ed or- perhaps .
demo11shed 1n favor of other forms of 1nstruct1ona1 de11very

“In the neant1me, however,: there is the matter of understandtng the
character1st1cs and needs of today's adu1t«1earners F1gures regardtng the . K
part1c1pat1on of. adu]t leayners wary great]y, depend1ng on the- def1r1t1on of
adu1t 1earner" and on the‘pa§%1cu1ar study quoted National surveys 1nd1cate-
that there are between 17, m1111on (Bcaz, 1978) and 32 miilion (Carp, Peterson, - :

and Roe1fs197ﬂ) adu]t 1earners in the Un1ted States when "adu1t 1earner" is




CHANGING STUDENTS AND THE IMPACT ON COLLEGES . oty
. : : . > N _ L
~defined as a part-time student 17 years of age or older pursuing some form of
~organized instruction, which may;be credit ‘or noncredit, offered by industry
and community agencies_as well as oy cdl]eges and uniuersities.’ My best .
guess is that one in four American adults is taking a cisss or narticipatfng
~in-an organized Tearniny group this'year. That is a very substanttal 1earning
force, with,a head count;two to three times as great as the total number of
E ' co}1egehstudent§.enro11ed for degree*tredit 5 Postsecondary educationa1

@

E 1nst1tut1ons (1nc1ud1ng all twd--and four-year co]Teges and universities p1us'
trade and bus1ness schooks) however, provide less than hafﬁ of the
instruction for adults, and most of that’is noncredi. (Boa7, 1078). 0 . *
As a group, today's adult 1earners represent the udvantaged c1asses of d,_,/féi.
- hSocdety They are d1>proport1onate1y young, wh1le we11 educated¢ and makgng
- good salar1es Those who stil] th1nk of n1ght schoo1 asaa _poor man's college :j.
:for 1ower c]ass 1mm1grants ar% c1ear1y out of date ' AduTt educat1on today t\»
is mov® ﬁg toward elitism, with the fo]]owlng popu]at1ons s1gn1f1cant1y under- “;
f represented B]acks, peop]e with . 1ess than a h1gh schoo1 educat1on, those w1th
v;annua] fami]y incomes under $8,000,qpeop}e aged 45_and_o1der, and those 11y1ng, %/
in the central city or on theffarm (Boaz; 1978). . o
, Furthermore, in the face ofvtoday's«1ack ofiany very visible social
‘policy regardiné adu1t.1earner§, the situationlwith reépect to equa1 gpportunitylj
is betdming‘Worseinot better for a11.groups'except”wowen- The greateSt~i |
-1ncreases in educat1Pna1 part1c1pat1on betweeh 1959 and“1975 were made by

& - o,

wh1te ‘women w1th co]]ege degrees and fam11y 1ncomes of $25 OOO a year and

-0

[over “The rate of grthh for women was more. than doub]e that for men, adu1tg

T . - e -
~ L . . . B . i - . . L
- .o ) \ . RS .
. . " . . . -
. s . o R . . ) R » :
. : .. - . - ! - " . .
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Tearn1ng actqv1t1es for the coT’egc-educated increased almost- twice as fast

as for high schoo] graduates, and the part1c1pat1on for wn1tes 1ncreased

{

e1ght't1me§.as fast as that for blacks (Boaz, 1978). Thus not on]y are

-white, weTT-educated pecp‘e with goodgjobs'aTready‘overrepresented on the

t

adult educat1on scene but they are mak1ng much faster progress than the1r

Tess‘weTT educated peers, and the educat1onaT gap between tﬁqk“ha;es” and

.“have nots"- is 1ncreas1ng BT :
N ‘ . " . \ .
" ' Today S aduTt Tearners are quite attractive even +o the most” trad1t1@na|‘_

facu]ty members. G1ven the cho1ce of teach1ng n1ght classes teo br1gr *, hard-
work1ng aduTts 6? remed1a1 cTasses to d1sadvantaged 18 year olds, most

L faculty members, espec1?11y thuse in, moderate]y seTect1»e four-year coTTeges,»
;wou]d probabTy op* for the | aduTts Let us see then what ?he chances are .or

coTTe es hardest:|1t by the dec]1ne of the 18 year on populat1on to attract

"1ncreas1ndinumbﬁr of aduTts in the 19805 and 1990s. e f L a

Survey researchkﬁs unan1mous in conc]ud1ng that the s1ngTe most 1mportant
. g /‘

;;.« o pred1ctor of whether -an adu]t W111 engage in organ1zed ]earn1ng act1v1t1es

B o 15 past TeveT of educat1ona1 atta1nment (Cross, 1979) Learn1ng is
;o add1ct1ve The more education people have, the more they seem to want, and
/ﬂ
the popu]ace is becom1ng better educated with each pass1ng generat1on The

-7 'average.aduTt over the age of 25 now has 12. 3 years of forma] schoo]1ng, up

from 9 3 JUSt one’ generatlon ago (GoWTaday, 1977) Since h1gh school

.; graduate° are aTmost four t1mes as T1ke1y to bart1c1pate in aduit- educat1on
, v

N, .;as non- h1gh schoo] graduates, the r1sang educatkpnal atta1nment of the
L ' — 4

ST .~;p0puTace shbu]d resuTt in an. 1ncreased demaﬁd for Tearn?njact1y1t1es;

»

prs

(™



a

Pl

CHANGING STUDENTS AND THE IMPACT ON COLLEGES L | g

. - ~

A second soc1a1 cond1t70n that has had, and. h]]] no doubt continue to

s

have, a dram611c 1mpact on educa+1ona1 1nterest and part1c1pat1on is the

i

- changing role of women. Between 1969-and,19]o, the number of adult women

Tearners “increased 45 percent"compared'to an 18 percent increase for mern
(Boaz,‘1978) p R1ght now, it is hard to 1mag1ne factors that’ wou]d decrease

l - - <
the demand fér}educat1on among women un1ess women - become d1senchanted with

new career opodrtun1t1es or “the family" does an about face and moves 1n

d1rect1ons qu1te contrary to today S frends _
. : A th1rd.factor that must be cons1dered is the iabor market. Although
there'is mugh controversy. now over the market value d% education,

¢pec1f1ca11y a: co11ege degree, th>re is 11tt1e doubt that compet1t1on for the
more des1rab1e ]obs will 4ncrease as member& of the,large-baby‘boom generat1on
f1nd themse1ves ln fierce competition ~with one another for JOb promotion.

The: “promot1on soueeze" w111 probab]y have ‘a. number of ram1f1ca¢1015 for
« . BN . e

~

educa;1on.

.

First; people whoéé-promoﬁion"is blocked in one career 1ine may
" decide on a mid-1ife career-change. A recent study estfmated’that

1. . o

‘there are fortyﬂmiT]ion Americans in a state of trapsition regarding

their Jjobs or careers; 60 percent of them plan to seek additiona1"
. ) \ -

. . ‘ - . 5

education (Arbiter, et al., 1978). o kN . ,

E Sq
’

* A second optidn for peopTe Wﬁbﬁg_job promotion is blocked is to find

satisfaction. in”dther pursuits--perhap§‘thrOUgh 1earning for its owWn
. sake or through~1e1sure time act1v1t1es that requ1re new 1earn1ng
LY ] ~. 4

VThe greatest growth by subﬁect area in adu]t educat1on 1n recent years '

N has been in soc1a1 11fe and recaeat1on,-clo<n1y fo]]owed by persona1 .

- and fam11y 11v1ng (Boaz 1978)i: .f'f” .

v . ) E
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’Third, the prediotedmjob gompetition_wiTT probabTy encourage.oner
peopTe who ‘are in the jobs and“younger persons who want thqse jobsdto
gain a competitive edge throv "wwfhn§“~4ucation. AThis'personaT"
initiative, buttressed ren de oy.of states and

N * .occupational 1i.ensing . - STVELA- oont1nu1ng educat1on, v
i o &

/fm“mm"m,mm~alm0§t Qertalnly helghten future demand-for-adult. educat1onuwm»wm45m~@umm.

For all these reasons 1ncreased compet1t1on in .the labor market 15 mm};ﬁniuﬁ:::

R
DA ¢

3 Ea ~expected to 1ncrease part1c1pat1on in aduTt educat1on At the sanie t1me,
“'““ e compet1t1ve Tabor cond1t1ons may make peopTe th1nk tw1ce about Teav1ng-the1r E

’

| /7 Jobs for edugation. what in fact seens to be happen1ng is that peopTe are
' hang1ng onto the1r JObS and study1ng part- t1me--even younger stuEents w1thout -
fam1T1es to support - :- j- o« | |

It Tooks as though American society is mowing away from the "T1near

S T1fepTan" in which education’ 15 for the young, work for the middle aged, and

g e .enforced leisure for the °TderTy (Best and Stern, 1976), toward a bTended
- T1fep1an Jn wh1ch educat1on Work and Te1sure go on- coneurrentTy throughout ‘
VRIDR
o f,. Tife (Cross, 1978b) The good T1fe" today is not T1ke1y to: cons1st of all

work or aTT study fer the average adult but rather of a bTend of part t1me
I i . R A
‘work part- time stud% and part- t1me Te1sure U o ' N

e . ) A S
; F1naTTy, ‘the strong mot1vat1on that many coTTeges now have for 5 i
'at:ract1ng aduTt Tearners 15 dr1v1ng part1c1pat1on rates up There 15 aﬁpTe
'fresearch to show that mak1ng educat1on more access1bTe 1ncreases part1c1pat1on
sometlmes dramat1caTTy (Bashaw, 1965 B1shop ano Van ka 1977 Trent and

;Medsker, 1965 W1111ngham, 1970) And there is no doubt that many coTTeges
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are doing cveryth1na poss1b]e (within the constraints of money, location, and
. \
sozet1mes stubborn]y entrenshed deU]Ly att1tudes) to make college programs
P . A

attractive and access1b1eLto adp]t learnefs. L : o ' K

i : 4
The number of co]]eges and un1vers1t1es offering noncred1t courses has
-~ "

more than doubled 1n recent years, Going ~om 1,107 1nst1tut|ons in 1968 to a b

2,225 1in 1976 (Kemp, 1978) Furtnevr '~ =i o ybar 1970 even rather e .
o .
trad1t1ona1 col1eges began to Jaunch a var1ety of degree’ programs*and‘serv1ces“**“”yz
Ziw~_;~--des1gnedwto attract Q]der part-t1me_students,~mA natJona1_survey_conducted_Jn_;:;:jé;
AR e

e

(-

-y 1972 (Ruyle and Ge1se]man, 1974) found that between a. th1rd and ha]f of all

Amer1can co]]ege and un1vers|+1es offered programs for nontrad1t10na1 studentsl
“fp Win, It’1s pr bab]y a fa1r1y safe guess/that for the next coup]e of decades

.at anx rate most degree-or1ented adu]ts Wwill be accommodated in trad1t1ona1 .

0 .

col1ege programs* Targely through adm1n1strat1ve arrangements such as’ more. T

o f]ex1b1e schedu]es and more conven1ent 1ocat1ons It 1s 1mp0rtant to . o
.:.'7.| R ¢
remember, noweveg, that most adu]t 1earners are not current]y degree or1ented
Un]ess thefnew ava11ab1ﬂ1ty of degrees for adult 1earners raises degree

‘ d,

asp1rat1ons (a rea1 poss1b111ty 1n my opinion), noncred1t opportun1t1es

[N

. sponsored by a var1ety of educat1ona1 prov1ders\are 11ke1y to dominate the
o . .“ g; B 1," - W . .
1earn1ng soc1ety of the future ,4&.; ,

"a“ L@st a]] of . th1s act1V1ty on the pa;t of both co]]eges and adu]t 1earners
1u11 you 1nto a; fa]se sense ofpseCur1ty that there is no need for any soc1a1

\ . A '
po]1cy, 1et me/express some persOnal c ncerns about what 1s go1ng on in the

.

absence of v1s1b1e federa] 1eadersh1p in . the 11fe1ong 1earn1ng movement

R lﬁ*” Ffrst, I gm becomvng 1ncreas1ng Y. concerned about the over- eagerness of
some: cd]]eges td attract adu]t 1earners into co]]ege c]assrooms, more it must
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be acknowledged in the interest of institutional survival than social gqod.

& . . _r,;., s . .
There is now substantiaT research to indicate that the'average aduTt/in the

-—

_ Un1ted States is aTready an amaz1ngTy active learner, «if by ‘learner we mean

L

,:one who is engaged in seTf pTanned Tearn1ng proJects--some self- taught, some_

taught by fr1enus and ne1ghbors, some taught in organ1zed cTasses (Tough

~

1971; Penland, 1977, and C~ . 974 and 1975). ATthough I am not an -

advoca?e of deschooTing R not sure I want to perpetuate 1nto the

aduTt years the 1dea of T1feTong chooT1ng e1ther There is & Teg1t1mate

concern, 1 think, that the more. effect1ve coTTeges are in recru1t1ng aduTts

it

into trath1ona] C01169€ programs, the more aduTts w111 be attracted away from
L _tseTf d1rected Tearn1ng ‘projects 1nto programs des1gned d1rected, and made ;
. 1eg1t1mate by, others The point of the Tearn1ng soc1ety, aftera]], is to “/":/,‘,c

deveiop 1ndependent, self- d1rected Tearners It is not to create a soc1ety in

-

) wh1ch Tearners become 1ncrea51nQ1y dependent on an educat1ona1 estab11shment

c1de what when, where, and how people. shoqu Tearn I be11eve that aTT’

people’ more self- d1r°cted Tearners, and coTT°ges can contr1bute very construc- |
t1ve1y to that goaT 1f they are encouraged to think beyond 1nst1tut1ona1
_survival to prov1d1ng for ‘the real needs of aduTt Tearners
. My\second concern about the*Tack of federa] Teadersh1p with resepct to .
] aduTt Tearn1ng is reTated to the cont1nu1ng problem of eguaT opportun1ty
:- . Hav1ng fought that battTe with at Teast some success‘for 18 year ons, here 1t
o ,T is ra151ng its ugTy head again for 30 year ons There fis. probabTy more :’ /\
‘_//opportUﬁ1ty now for yaung d1sadvantaged students to ga1n access to JoTTege than
for/oner d1sadvantaged aduTts to cont1nue the k]nds of educat1on‘that m1ght -,
be/usefu1 to them. o | ii ;‘ o p L S

.I-.




CHANGING STUDENTS AND THE IMPACT ON COLLEGES o .3,

-

. s
Over three-fourths of American adults say -they would Tike to cortinue

. ' . / "
their dearning, but 1ess than one-third of them are currently doing so in

organiied 1earnfng activities (Carp, Peterson, and Roe]fs, "1974). The non-

part1c1pants are c]ear]y the 1ess advantaged groups in soc1ety, and researcher<
are beginn1ng to 1dent1fy some of the differences between actual learners and
those who say they are 1ntere§ted but who are.not currently part1c1pat1ng

These f1nd1ngs have 1% afions for improvina er itv in adult. educat1onhe,_*__,.-_

Br1ef1y the. up SWT e as follows /- 7~ a7 Zusman, 1979; Cross,

1978a,and Cross, ]979 for further deta1ls)

~

_~%_ﬂ__«um~IL_ﬂ1) wou1d be 1earners have 1ess information about ex1st1ng educat1ona1

e

o

opportun1t1es, and they are more 1nterested than current 1earners in
educat1ona1 and gareer counse11ng X o . S
2)_ ‘Would- be 1earners are even'more interested in job- or1ented educat1on ”f
than current. Jearners and they prefer the more act1ve forms of learning to |
. traditional c]assroom 1ectures- on the'Job,traJnTng 1nternsh1ps, and f1e1d-~-wm;~u—
. f“‘f’z: '

3) s WOu1d be 1earners are more extr1ns1ca11y mot1vated “than current

' work are popular ways to 1earn

h)

1earners ) They are pr1mar11y 1nterested ir, obta1n1ng some type of cert1f1cat1on
: ’ « * / ’

« or degree that has cred1b111ty in: the marketp]ace ~ ;

4) Would-be 1earners are more likely than precent part1c1pant51to

perceive the cost of education as-a barrier to further 1earn1ng ‘While
i . Co N Vo - . )
cost as a real barrier ‘is pr0bab1y\overest1mated2,

enrollments: in Some California community colleges when fees wereaipstftuted as .

the decline in noncredit

a result of Proposjtion 13 bears close watching (Callan,1978). /‘
'- ) 2 - "\ . . “ 6‘ )
o . “There is ev1dence that many adu]ts have no 1nformat1on about costs, and
many .who ¢laim- 1nterest ‘do not- part1c1pate even when funds are ava11ab1e from .
unions or emp]oyers or when educat1on 1s free (Cross, 1979) D

o . , - I

: . s R Nl
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" These 7indings indicate that if colleges are to gain a larger share of
the 3du1t learning market, they will have-to move to attract more would-be

learners.” That, according to current .research, means more pragmatic job-

related education for Tess affluent and 1ess‘academicafiy-oriented adults.

4

JIF T were a federa. p011cy maker, faced with rea]]y tough competing

social demands and 11m1ted funds for education, my f1rst pr1or1ty wou]d be to

put increased dol]ars into fundwng for Educat1on Informat1on Centers wh1ch are

o des1gned to- make £he conne . cion between those wl ihe. Te rning” opportunwttes "

&

~and those whq want them It is theﬁr JOb to cata]ogue 1earn1ng opportun1t1es"

.and ass1st 1earners in 1ocat1ng the best 1earn1ng resources for the1r needs

Such centers, 1f appropr1ate1y ﬁes1gned and 1ocated; wou]d be expected to have

these advantages , CL ' o o /

]) They would benef1t the 1ess advantaged segments of society somewhat

¢

\\\*~s eXﬁst1ng opportun1t1es Thus they wou]d beg1n to address the current 1nequ1t1es

T . [

: 1n adu]t educat1on

2) Information and, referra] centers would he]p co]]eges»and other educa-

o

t1ona1 prov1ders ut111ze the1r resources more fully, while gett1ng across the

-

- more tha” today' s.re1at1ve1y advantaged adu]ts, who obviously a]ready know about

message that the Learn1ng Soc1ety consists of a rich var1ety of 1earn1ng opt1ons.

proVrded by schoo]s and co]]eges, 1ndustry and un1ons, churches and YMCAs the
L

m111tary and- the med1a ' o .it e -

3) We]] managed 1nformat1on systems of ava11ab1e educat1ona1 opportun1t1es

-

wou]d he]p state and communi'ty plafners provnde for the needs of adult 1earners,.

wh11e reducing over1ap and waste.
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4) Last, but not least, putting a significant amount of money into

EducatiOn Information Centers would make S‘ strong pub11c statement that Tife-

1ong Tearning and the fu11 ut111zat1on of a w1de var1ety of learning resources

s 1eg1t1mate des1rab1e, and a necessary goal of the Learning ‘Society. It

2

—p

would place the imprimat

1

ur o£ the Federal Covernment on lifelong learning. ®
On the other hand, if no federal effort is made to acknowledge the sacial

desirabi]ity ofi1ife1ong learning and adUlt”education is. left to'the entrepre-

'neurs, such prov1ders, whether educat1ona1 1nst1tut1ons or other agencies, will

el e g

' cater\Warge1y to the ready market of aff]uent we11 educated adu]ts who w111

then become the detérm1ners -of . the k1nd of educat1on that is ava11ab1e--a )

s

) - »
d1st1dtt poss1b111ty that wou1d almost certa1n1y cont1nue the w1den1ng of the
S “h - ‘ ) . X ¥ .
o gap between the educat]ona1 "haves" and_ 'have not§.

S B . . : : L
. . . - t . N ) . ’
: e : - : I
° . : - . . .
N _ ‘ .o
SR ot . . f

New Students o s g cL f_ - o ? ‘i : e

fa

&
Just as aTmost everyone is aware of the r1s1ng age of co11ege students, '

':fQO a]most everyone 15 aware of the 1nf1ux of new k1nds of young peop]e 1nt0

co]]ege ’ The huge success story of, the past decade of h]gher educat1on has

‘;‘, . .

"-_been 1mproved access for ethn1c m1nor1t1es and women.

. Nomen h3Ve v1rtua11y*c1osed the gap _that - prev1ous1y ex1sted between ‘men v
;_rf _ and women in co11ege entrance rates, and par1ty=1n co]]ege access and cho1ce N L
e -have a1most been achieved for ethn1c m1nor1ty groups In 1975 13.5.percent : |
\of the freshmen enter1ng co11ege ‘described themse]ves as m1norit1es~'which"'
bxi, :'js rough]y the m1nor1ty port1on (13 8 peroent) of 18 to 21 “yvear olds in the g
| - popu]ation (Les11e, 1977) R N t :lf S ¢ B

.
-
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. . _ ) _
Researchers conducting the extensive National Longitudinal Study of

high school gradua_es-cvncluded-that'b]ack underrepresentation in c011egé”.
N [ 2

enro]]ments 1s “wholly a func+1on of c]ass background and academ1c prepara:t-:

|

t1on. .. Contro111ng for soc1a1 class and. scholastic apt1tude b]acks of
both sexes are more\11ke1v than wh1tes to attend college" (Peng, Stafford and

Ta]bert 1977). The\troub]e w1th that conc]us1on 1s that while stat1st1c1ans

bl

can control for soc1aﬂ class, m1nor1ty students cannot. We have {:

vl

' acknow]edge, i Ln»nk Jthat wh11e rac1a1 d1scr1m1nat1on per se may\not be keep-

©

“ing m1nor1t1es out of’ co]1ege ‘the 1nev1tab1e accompan1ments of the 1ong

h1story o7 rac1a1 d1scr1m1nat1on are st111 operat1ng B]acks are heaV11y

Overrepresented in-the. 1ower quart11e of. fam11y 1ncome and scno]ast1c ap 1tude;mwrt°u

v 3

And academ1c preparat1on and soc1a1 c]ass rema1n the pr1mary pred1ctors of

whether a h1gh schoo1 graduate w111 enter co11ege where he or she w111 go, )

- and now 1ong he or she w111 pers1st

G1ven equa] academ1c qua11f1cat1ons, a- young pe“son 1n the top socio-

©

edonom1c quart11e is a]most tw1c= as 11ke1y to enter co]]ege as a person 1n
the ]owest quart11e / Ab111ty, however, has an uven mo)e potent 1nf1uence‘
Ho1d1ng SES constant, a student “in the top academ1c ab11 ty quart11e has over

three t1mes as great a chan e of-enter1ng-co11ege as ‘one in the 1owest_
- - . - . - ’

<0

quart11e (Peng, 1977). Perhaps the»most surprisfng and disappointfng finding-
of the Nat1ona1 Long1tud1na] Study 1s that dé%p1te all of the attent1on g1ven"

over the past two decades to the factors of fa 11y 1ncome 1n co]]ege
2

attendance, the ro1e of soc1a1 class was Just bout as strong in 1972 as 1t

}

was n 1961 (Peng, 1977), e - f

}.;. .
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my°persona1 conviction is that progress in obtaining equal educationa1‘
opportun1ty in Amer1ca is at a standstill until we address the under1y1ng '
issues of the academ1c preparat1on and motivation of the 1ower c]asses As 1
have put it elsewhere (ﬁross, 1976), 1 be11eve it is time now to move beyond
accéss for all toward education for each. Until we can makes education a

. - . i - g % ! ) N -
positive and worthwhile experience for voung ,..ley we wiii crever fight the

batthe ui now wu keep young peop]e who are not success%u] or happy:in school,

S in schoo] 1onguenough to become product1ve c1t1zens in this 1ncreas1ngﬂy com-:

\-p]ex soc1ety of. ours

¢

L So far remed1a1 programs for New Students have been deve]oped more through _

' methods v L — e

' most hrgent pr1or1t1es,_however are equa11ty of access for nontrad1t1ona1

tr1a1 and error than through systemat1c research and deve]opment Commun1ty
co]leges have taken a 1ot of cr1t1c1sm for what more entrenched academ1cs ca]]
1owered standards and h1gh dropout rates But 1et us remember that the communxty

co]1eges are workwng w1th 1earn1ng prob]ems not even comprehended by more

‘trad1tnona1 faculty members > In my op1n1on, the commun1ty co]]eges have made

a remarkab]e contr1but1on to equa] educat1ona1 0pportun1ty, 1arge1y through the

:'efforts of ded1cated teachers What 1s needed now 1s add1tJona1«fund1ng for

'expe:%ﬁgntal programs for Néw Students, eva]uat1on and fo]]ow up of how these

students proceed through the educat1ona1 system and new. methods for deve]op1ng
o

and 11nk1ng adequate d1agnos1s of 1earn1ng prob]ems to appropr1ate 1nstruct10na1

Y -

o

. 0

The- prob1ems that we are beg1nnﬂng to. see is that the New Students of today

. re the potent1a1 adu]t 1earners of tomorrow Un]ess we beg1n to worry about

.t eir edUCat1on today, we w111 have to worry about their a;fess tomorrow »2.1 .

And now: I have*come fu]] c1rc1e There are st111 pro/]ems of access and

-\ QUaIaty educat1on for both '°w Students and nontrad1t1ona1 students Tne " ”*Q‘

\
L
\

4

1earners and qua]ity educat10n for New Students S
o L

LA KAV A Vol

»
¢, s o
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